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REMARKS 

The copending applications section of the application has been amended to include serial 
niunbers for pending applications. In addition^ the specification has been amended to correct 
informalities. 

Claims Ml are pending in the present application. Claims 1 -20 have been rejected by 
the OflTice under 35 U.S-C § 102. Claims 21-41 have been added. Claims 2-7 and 14 have been 
amended for purposes of grammatical consistency. 

Claim 1 has been amended to overcome the rejection by the Office under §1 12 to more 
distinctly claim the subject matter of the invention. The amendment to claim 1 to over come the 
§ 112 rejection does not effect the breadth of claim 1 or its dependent claims. Withdrawal of the 
rejection of claims 1-19 under § 11 2 is respectfully requested. 

ClairnJ recites a method for synchronizing to a transport stream. T he Office indicates 
that ulien broadly interpreted, this is disclosed by Anderson and Jong. The Applicant 
respectfully disagrees. 

Ajx ferson and Jong disclose parsing transpo rt packets and syn chromzjnR-tQjddeo-and 
a udio clocks. Noja dicrc does Anderson or J ong disclose synchrpni ^Jng to a transp o rt stream as 
r ecited in claim 1 > It is well known, and supported by the recited art (see Anderson column 3, 
lines 13-28), and the Applicant's specification, that ^jgnsport stream is a specific-type stream 
4gta. Witjhj na transport stream are tra n sport packets , :w rhcre each^fagjiSBgryagket have , 
hcade ranj payloa d information^ Nei ther transport packets^ transpo rt packet headers, nor 
tensport packet data are by themselves a data stream. Therefore , the^parsing of transport 
packetSj^disclosed by Anderson and Jong, to retrieve specific data does not constitute 
s ynchronizing to a transport stream. In other words, the data stored within a transport packet is 
nota transport stream, tfiereforey the p^jng^fjd ata_w ithin a t ransport stream, orj ^coveriggof 
cloj^ transmitted within the data of a transport stream do jiot constitute a method of 
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s ynchronizing to a transport stream as r ecited in claim 1 . For this reason, withdrawal of the 
rejection of claim 1 under § 1 02 is re^ctfuUy requested, and its allowance solicited. 

Because claim 1 is in condition for allowance, so are its dependent claims. In addition, 
the claims depending from claim 1 provide additional non-obvious features. For example, claim 
8 recites one of the unknown features to be a bit ordering. No such feature is disclosed by 
Anderson or Jong, Claim 9-1 3 disclose additional unknown features not disclosed by Anderson 
or Jong. Claim 14 recites that identifying includes determining if a framer is locked to the 
transport stream. No step of identi fying that includes this feature is disclosed. 

Claim 20 has been rejection under § 1 02 as being anticipated by Anderson or Jong. 
Claim 20 recites a method for synchronizing to a transport stream. The Office indicates that 
when broadly interpreted, this is disclosed by Anderson and Jong. The Applicant respectfully 
disagrees. 

Andersonjn d Jong disc lose paigin g transp ort pa ckets and synchronizing to vid eo and 
audio_clwks. No vA\ere does Anderson or Jong disclose synchronizing to a transport stream. It 
is well known, and supporte d by the recited art (see And erson column 3, lines 13-28), and the 
Applicant's specification, that a transport stream is a specific-type stream data. Within a 
transport stream are transport packets, where each transport packet can have header and payload 
information. Neither transport packets, transport packet headers, nor transport packet data are by 
themselves a data stream. TTierefore, the parsing of transport packets, as disclosed by Anderson 
and Jong, to retrieve specific data does not constitute synchronizing to a transport stream. In 
other words, the data stored within a transport packet is not a transport stream, therefore, the 
pareing of data within a transport stream, or recovering of clocks transmitted within the data of a 
transport stream do not constitute a m ^od of svnchroni^i^g to a transp c^jl-stream _a3 recited in 
claim 2,0 ^For this reason, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 1 under § 102 is respectfully 
requested, and its allowance solicited. 

Applicant(s) respectfully submit that the present application is now in condition for 
allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is requested to issue a Notice of Allowance for all 
pending claims. 
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Should the Examiner deem that any further action by the Applicant(s) would be desirable 
for placing this application in even better condition for issue, the Examiner is requested to issue a 
formal Notice of Allowance for all pending claims. 



Respectfully submitted. 




;;frGKistav Larson, Reg. No. 39,263 
Attorney for AppJicant(s) 
TOLER, LARSON & ABEL, L.L.P. 
P.O. Box 29567 
Austin, Texas 78755-9567 
(512) 327-5515 (phone) 
(512)327-5452 (fax) 
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